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REMARKS 

Reconsideration is respectfully requested. Claims 1-46 are pending. Claims 43 and 46 
have been amended to correct typographical errors in the spelling of "monoclonal". Paragraphs 
[00481 and [0112] of the specification have been amended to correct typographical errors. After 
entry of this response, claims 1^6 will be pending. 

Applicants hereby provisionally elect Group I, claims 1-4, 14-18, 22-24, 28, 32 
(Applicants note that the Examiner omitted claim 32 from the listed Groups; Applicants presume 
that the Examiner intended claim 32 to be included in Group I since the Examiner indicated that 
Group I includes claims drawn to kits) and 33-35, for continued examination, with traverse. The 
Examiner has required restriction between Group I, claims 1-4, 14-18, 22-24, 28, 32 (see comments 
above), and 33-35, Group Ef, claims 5-10, 19-21, 25-27, and 29-31, Group IE, claims 1M3, Group 
IV, claims 36-40 and Group V, claims 41-46. Applicants provisionally elect Group I, with 
traversal, and submit that the asserted bases for restriction are insufficient. Applicants thus 
respectfully request the restriction be reconsidered or withdrawn for the following reasons. 

The Examiner has required restriction between Group I and Group II on the basis that 
they are distinct, though related as product, Group I, and process of use, Group II. The Examiner 
stated that the products of Group I "can be used in a materially different process" than the process 
of Group II; more specifically, "the product, the proteins can be used in immunization protocols to 
generate antibodies for purification purposes' 5 . Applicants respectfully assert that the Examiner has 
not demonstrated that it would be an undue burden to search the claims of Group I and Group n, 
together. 

The Examiner has required restriction between Group I and Group IV on the basis that 
they are distinct, though related as process of making and product made. The Examiner stated that 
the products of Group I "can be made by another materially different process" than the process of 
Group IV; more specifically, "the product, the allergen can be purified with antigens". Applicants 
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respectfully assert that the Examiner has not demonstrated that it would be an undue burden to 
search the claims of Group I and Group IV, together. 

The Examiner stated that Group I, Group m and Group V are unrelated, having been 
"not disclosed as capable of use together and they different modes of operation, different functions, 
or different effects". Applicants respectfully assert that the Examiner has not demonstrated that it 
would be an undue burden to search the claims of Group I, Group m and Group V, together. 

The Examiner stated that Group n, Group IE, Group IV and Group V are unrelated, 
having been "not disclosed as capable of use together and they different modes of operation, 
different functions, or different effects". Applicants respectfully assert that the Examiner has not 
demonstrated that it would be an undue burden to search the claims of Group II, Group in, Group 
IV and Group V, together. 

In the event that the instant restriction requirement is maintained despite the above 
discussion, Applicants hereby elect Group I, claims 1-4, 14-18, 22-24, 28, 32, (see comments 
above) and 33-35, with traverse. Applicants respectfully request that upon the finding of 
allowability of Group I, the claims of Group II and Group IV be rejoined as set forth at MPEP 
821.04. Applicants expressly reserve the right under 35 U.S.C. § 121 to file a divisional application 
directed to the nonelected subject matter. 

Applicants request examination of the elected subject matter on the merits. 

Amendment and/or cancellation of certain claims is not to be construed as a dedication 
to the public of any of the subject matter of the claims as previously presented, and Applicant 
reserves the right to prosecute the subject matter of such claims in continuation and/or divisional ' 
applications. 

As indicated in the preface, Applicants are unsure if the six month due date granted was 
intended. Accordingly, Applicants have included herewith a Petition and fee for a one month 
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extension of time, if needed. Applicants reserve the right to petition for a refund of the fee, as 
applicable. 



In the unlikely event that the transmittal form is separated from this document and the 
Patent Office determines that an extension and/or other relief is required, Applicant petitions for any 
required relief including extensions of time and authorize the Commissioner to charge the cost of 
such petitions and/or other fees due in connection with the filing of this document to Deposit 
Account No» 03-1952 referencing docket no. 416272000200 . However, the Commissioner is not 
authorized to charge the cost of the issue fee to the Deposit Account. 



Respectfully submitted, 

R v 4uJIcIjhU£ u& o 

Michael R. Ward 

Registration No.: 38,651 
MORRISON & FOERSTER LLP 
425 Market Street 
San Francisco, California 94105 
Telephone: (415)268-6237 
Facsimile: (415)268-7522 



Dated: November 
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